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DATE MAILED: n/a 
^„ . ^ , , INTERVIEW SUMMARY 

All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel) 

(1) Ms. Nan cy W. Vfinskn (3^.. ' 

(2) Examinfi r L. E. Cranfi (4) ■.' 

Date of Interview: 02/1 1/03. 

Type: [X] Telephonic Q Personal(copy given to) Q] applicant Q] applicant's representat«/e 
Exhibrt shown or demonstration conducted: [T] Yes {T} No If yes. brief description: SeeaH.nhm.nt 
Agreement [T] was reached with respect to some of all of the claims in question. [x] was not reached 

Claim(s) discussed: See page 2. 
Identification of prior art discussed: See page ^ „ 

Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, or any other comment: See p. 2 

inS'' "®c®ssary, and a copy of the amendments, If available which the examiner 

agreed would be allowable must be attached. Also, where no copy of the ameXents wmch would 
ender the claims allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached ) 

1 . [XJ it IS not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the intetview 

2. Q Since the Examiner's intetview summary above (including any attachments) reflects a 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unl 
PTOL-413 (amended 03/13/01) 
09/756,411 ■ P.N. 11 COPYF 




an attachment to another form. 



^J0/ [ ] Applicant Continued on next pag (s) ->-> 



Serial No. 09/756,411 



Art Unit 1623 



INTERVIEW SUMMARY(cont.) 



Claims discussed: All remaining of remrd hu t no rlaims in nartimlar 
Identification of prior art discussed: NONE. 

Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached 
or any other comment: Annlirant m guestpd Pvaminer's vtPw mncerninff i-Hp 
possibility of a decl?^r?^tion under 37 CFR ^1 132 sip npri hy pr. Vil;^ ^nH ,V.Hi..H»^ 
predictahility in the area of anti-HT V pffpr tivenes.s hv mixturps of ;infivi ral mirlPn^iHp 
analogues and hydroxyurpa Applicant was advispd th^r Py aminPr mntinn^H 
consider thp fundamental nrohfpm of thp ' 41 1 ap plir^ition to hP l^irk of riat. i» 
support of pxtrapolation from thP finriin p s of MallPv ^nd mr.) Vil^i (^ee also thpir 
issued patents) to the compositions of the instant rl^im. Ap plicant snp pP.f.H or.^ 
exammer concurred that the guidanrP p ro vjdpd hv Fv p^ rte Hal^^rini ( ?i TKPn 9^ 
1892 (RPAT, 1991 ) applips to the instant case, hni- th^ t thp in.^tanf fgct patfPrn^ p r^ 
not precisely identical. F.xaminer dpfprrpd .p p rific comn^Pnt thP rontPnt. nf 
proposed declaration until examinpr h;,. had an op po rtunity to rpvi^w th. 
declaration and anv o ther submissions hv ap plirani- 



09/756,411 - P. N. U - Interview Summary 



COPY 




[ ] Applicant 



Ail communications respecting this 
appiicalion should give the serial number, 
dale of fiQng and name of the appDcant. 




U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COIWMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 

Address: COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
Washington, D.C. 20231 



I Application Number I Filing Date I First Named Applicant I Attorney Docket Number"! 
09/756,411 01/08/01 Lori NIH061.1CP1C2 



Examiner 



L. E. Crane 



DA' 



Art Unit 


Paper No. 


1623 


10 



E MAILED: 



n/a 



INTERVIEW SUMMARY 

All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel) 

Ms. Nancy W. Vensko. Esq. (S\ Ms. Marin a L. Gordev. Ph.D. 

(2) Exanniner L. E. Crane. Ph.D.. Esq. (^) Mr. Eric Iv es. Ph.D. 



Date of Interview: 11/15/02. 

Type: | - | Telephonic | X | Personal (copy given to) 
Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: 



I - I applicant | X | applicant's representative 

[T^ Yes I X I No yes. brief description: See attachment. 

Agreement | - [ was reached with respect to some of all of the claims in question. | X | was not reached 

Claim(s) discussed: See page 2. 

Identification of prior art discussed: See page 2. 

Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, or any other comment: Se p. 2. 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments, if available, which the examiner 
agreed would be allowable must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments which would 
render the claims allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 
1 . 1 [ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview. 

Unless the paragraph above has been checked to indicate to the contrary, A FORMAL RESPONSE TO THE LAST 
OFFICE ACTION IS NOT WAIVED AND MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP § 
713,04) If a response to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. 

2. 1 I Since the Examiner's interview summary above (including any attachments) reflects a 

complete response to each of the objections, rejections and requirements that may be present in the last Office 
action, and since the claims are now allowable, the completed form is considered to fulfill the response 
requirements of the last Office action. Applicant is not relieved4rony)rovidinga separate record of the interview 
unless box 1 above is also checked. >^ 

/j/ ^^^^ f,^^.^^ — 
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY(cont.) 



Claims discussed: All remaining of record, claims 21-30 in particular. 

Identification of prior art discussed: The prior art already of record. 

Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, 
or any other comment: Applicant was advised that examiner considered the 
enablement issue to he governed bv the guidance provided hv Gpntrv Gallery. Tnr . v. 
Berkline Com (134 F.3d 1 473. 4S TTSP02d 1498 fFed. Cir. IQQR^^ and, more 
specifically Resents; nf Univ. ofCal. v. Eli LiUv<^Co. fll9 F.3d l.SSQ. 43 USP02d 1 3Q8 
(Fed. Cir. 1997)) and Fx parte Ralzarini et aL (21 USP02d 1892 (RPAT 1991 U 
Examiner also indicated that u ncertainty concerning what test protocols correlate 
with human test results remaine d in the art area, citing the clear statement of Malley 
et al, in the '161 patent abstract that the rnmbination of hydroxyurea and A7T was 
ineffective against HIV in cell cult ure, a direct contradiction of the allegations of 
the instant application. Examiner and applicant did not reach any conclusions 
concerning what was allowable. 
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